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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 3-8, 12-24, 42, 43 and 46-63 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 6-8, 12-15, 17-20, 42, 43, 46-48, 53, 55-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Carlson et al. [ US Patent No 6,842,898 ], in view of Torii [ US 
Patent No 6,389,446]. 

4. As per claim 1, Carlson discloses the invention as claimed including a method for 
accessing status information related to a process [ i.e. monitoring a plurality of related threads ] [ 
Abstract; and col 1, lines 10-15 ] the method comprising: 

receiving a request from a client for status information related to the process [ i.e. GUI 
for interact with user ] [ 308, Figure 3; col 6, lines 29-43; and col 7, lines 23-28 ]; 

storing the status information in a data structure [i.e. status information is stored in string 
data ] [ col 5, lines 44-46; and col 10, lines 30-50 ]; and 
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enabling the client to access the status information [ i.e. print dialogues are employed to 
receive user input ] [ Figure 4; and col 7, lines 24-33 ]. 
Carlson does not specifically disclose 

identifying nodes in a network, each of the nodes executing a distributed thread of the 
process; 

polling each identified node for status information associated with the thread executing 
by the node; the status information generated by a script associated with the process; 
receiving the status information from each of the nodes. 
Torii discloses 

identifying nodes in a network [ i.e. sequencer assigns tasks to processing units ] [ 6a-6d, 
Figure 3; 73, 74, Figure 23; and col 2, lines 1-14 ], each of the nodes executing a distributed 
thread of the process [ i.e. each processing unit is assigned to a task ] [ 74, Figure 23; col 1, lines 
22-33; and col 2, lines 1-14 ]; 

polling each identified node for status information associated with the thread executing 
by the node [ i.e. search for "free-state" thread processor and update thread status table ] [ col 6, 
lines 64-col 7, lines 18 ]; the status information generated by a script associated with the process 
[ i.e. obtain the status by preparing a instruction for getting to know the status ] [col 11, lines 61- 
63]; 

receiving the status information from each of the nodes [ i.e. update thread status table for 
thread processors ] [ Figures 4 and 21; and col 6, lines 14-25 ]. 

It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teaching of Carlson and Torii because the teaching of Torii on distributed threads 
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would provide a system and method for lowering thread scheduling cost by divide a program 
into the instruction streams and multiple-processor system executing a plurality of threads of 
instruction streams [ Torii, col 2, lines 51-61 ]. 

5. As per claim 6, Carlson discloses making the data structure available to any node in the 
network capable of accessing a process management system in a primary node [ Figure 9; and 
col 10, lines 51-65 ]. 

6. As per claim 7, Torii discloses wherein the step of polling is performed by the process 
management system residing on the primary node over an established connection with the 
identified nodes [ i.e. thread manager ] [ 5, Figure 3; Figure 4; and col 6, lines 6-25 ]. 

7. As per claim 8, Torii discloses wherein the identified nodes include the primary node [ 
Figures 3 and 23; col 2, lines 1-16; and col 6, lines 6-13 ]. 

8. As per claim 12, Carlson discloses wherein the step of storing is performed by a process 
management system executing on a primary node [ Figure 5; and col 9, lines 15-18 ]. 

9. As per claim 13, Torii discloses wherein the step of storing further includes: placing the 
status information relative to the executable process into a private data structure by the process 
management system on the primary node [ Figure 4; and col 14-25 ], wherein the private data 
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structure is accessible to only script threads that are spawned during the execution of the process 
[ i.e. restriction ] [ Figure 16; and col 11, lines 45-56 ]. 

10. As per claim 14, Carlson discloses wherein the step of storing further includes: placing 
the status information relative to the executable process into a status value data structure that is 
accessible to any node capable of accessing the process management system executing on the 
primary node [ i.e. public method ] [ col 5, lines 34-36; and col 9, lines 65-67 ]. 

11. As per claim 15, Carlson discloses wherein the status value data structure comprises data 
for providing an indication of an event that occurs during the execution of the process [ col 10, 
lines 56-65 ]. 

12. As per claim 17, Carlson discloses establishing a connection between other client nodes 
and a process management system residing on a primary node, wherein the connection is 
established from a user interface executing on the other client nodes; and accessing the process 
management system from over the established connection by the user interface executing on the 
other client nodes [ i.e. GUI ] [ 308, Figure 3; and col 6, lines 29-43 ]. 

13. As per claim 18, Carlson discloses wherein the step of establishing includes accepting a 
command as input by the user interface to establish a connection with the process management 
system executing on the primary node [ i.e. interactive dialogue ] [ col 7, lines 27-33 ]. 



Application/Control Number: 09/895,954 
Art Unit: 2154 



Page 6 



14. As per claim 19, Carlson discloses wherein the step of accessing includes accepting a 
command as input by the user interface to invoke the action of the executable process by the 
process management system from over the established connection [ col 6, lines 29-43; and col 7, 
lines 27-33 ]. 

15. As per claim 20, Carlson discloses wherein the step of accessing includes accepting a 
command as input by the user interface to poll the process management system for status 
information from over the established connection [ Abstract; and col 2, lines 29-37 ]. 

16. As per claim 42, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1 . 

17. As per claim 43, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 17. 

18. As per claim 46, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 18. 

19. As per claim 47, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 19. 

20. As per claim 48, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 20. 

21 . As per claim 53, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 19. 
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22. As per claim 55, Carlson discloses wherein the process management system receives 
requests to invoke the action of the executable process from the one or more nodes connected to 
the process management system [ Figures 3 and 4 ]. 

23. As per claim 56, Carlson discloses wherein the process management system continuously 
polls the one or more nodes connected to the process management system to obtain status 
information related to the executable process [ i.e. continuous update ] [ col 10, lines 9-11 ]. 

24. As per claims 57-60, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 13-15. 

25 . As per claim 6 1 , Carlson discloses wherein the process management system receives 
requests for status information relative to the executable process from the one or more nodes 
connected to the process management system [ Figures 3 and 4; and col 7, lines 23-59 ]. 

26. As per claim 62, Carlson discloses wherein the process management system sends the 
public data structure to the one or more nodes in response to the request [ col 5, lines 34-36; and 
col 9, lines 65-67 ]. 

27. As per claim 63, Carlson discloses wherein the process management system sends the 
status value data structure to the one or more nodes in response to the request [ col 6, lines 43-col 
7, lines 17 ]. 
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28. Claims 3-5, 16, 21-24, 49-52, 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Carlson et al. [ US Patent No 6,842,898 ], in view of Torii [ US Patent No 
6,389,446 ], and further in view of Chinta et al. [ US Patent No 6,879,995 ]. 

29. As per claim 3, Carlson and Torii do not specifically disclose invoking one or more script 
engines to execute at least one script code that performs at least one action of the process; 
handling multiple script threads during the execution of the process. Chinta discloses invoking 
one or more script engines to execute at least one script code that performs at least one action of 
the process [ i.e. JSP engines ] [ col 22, lines 1-46 ]; handling multiple script threads during the 
execution of the process [ i.e. multi-threading ] [ Figure 4; and col 10, lines 42-55 ]. It would 
have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teaching of Carlson, Torii and Chinta because the teaching of Chinta of scripting would provide 
a means for enabling programs or program components that are referenced via a URL to run on a 
separate computer from the web server and to persist between client invocations [ Chinta, col 1 , 
lines 47-51 ]. 

30. As per claim 4, Chinta discloses wherein the one or more script engines are maintained 
by a process management system that executes on the nodes [ i.e. application server ] [ Figure 3; 
and col 9, lines 42-67]. 

31. As per claim 5, Chinta discloses wherein the one or more nodes include a primary node [ 
Figures 5 and 6; and col 12, lines 1-28 ]. 
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32. As per claim 16, Carlson discloses establishing a connection between a process 
management system executing on at least one of the nodes and another process management 
system residing on a primary node [ col 6, lines 43-col 7, lines 17 ]. Carlson and Torii do not 
specifically disclose wherein the connection is established by a script code in execution by a 
script engine associated with the at least one node. Chinta discloses wherein the connection is 
established by a script code in execution by a script engine associated with the at least one node [ 
col 22, lines 1-22 ]. It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Carlson, Torii and Chinta because the teaching of 
Chinta of scripting would provide a means for enabling programs or program components that 
are referenced via a URL to run on a separate computer from the web server and to persist 
between client invocations [ Chinta, col 1, lines 47-51 ]. 

33. As per claim 21, Chinta discloses wherein the user interface receives messages from the 
process management system over the established connection [ Abstract; and col 5, lines 32-43 ]. 

34. As per claim 22, Chinta discloses wherein the messages contain information that is 
descriptive of the primary node [ col 17, lines 2-12 ]. 

35. As per claim 23, Chinta discloses wherein the messages contain information that is 
descriptive of a particular event that occurs during the execution of the process [ i.e. determine 
the current status of the request ] [ col 17, lines 18-27 ]. 
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36. As per claim 24, Chinta discloses wherein the messages contain a data structure that is 
generated as a result of the execution of the script code by the one or more script engines to 
indicate the status of the executable process [ i.e. UDP status message ] [ col 17, lines 2-12 ]. 

37. As per claims 49-52, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 21-24. 

38. As per claim 54, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 5. 

39. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 3-8, 12-24, 42, 43 and 46-63 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

40. A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 3 (three) months 
and 0 (zero) days from the mail date of this letter. Failure to respond within the period for 
response will result in ABANDONMENT of the application (see 35 U.S.C 133, M.P.E.P 
710.02, 710.02(b)). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dustin Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-3971 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on flex. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached at (571) 272-1915. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Dustin Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2154 



